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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

1 . The communication is in response to the application filed 7 March 2001 . Claims 
1-20 are pending. Acknowledgement is made of the claim of benefit of the International 
Application No. PCT/US01/07125, filed 7 March 2001 , which claims the benefit of the 
U.S. Provisional Application No. 60/187,521 filed 7 March 2000. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 7 and 18 are objected to because of the following informalities: incorrect 
spelling. Dosimetrist is spelled incorrectly in the claims. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-3 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Pinsky et al. (5,469,353). 



Application/Control Number: 10/030,004 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3626 

5. As per claim 1 , Pinsky discloses a method for interactive medical treatment 
planning involving multiple participants using multiple treatment planning stations, 
comprising the steps of (Pinsky; Abstract): 

a. Establishing one of said treatment planning stations as a session 
controller, and launching treatment planning software thereon (Pinsky; Col. 11, 
lines 35-40); 

b. Establishing a communication connection between said session controller 
and launching treatment planning software thereon (Pinsky; Col. 5, lines 55-66); 

c. Displaying, on all participating treatment planning stations, treatment plan 
information being displayed on said session controller treatment planning station 
(Pinsky; Col. 6, lines 24-33). 

6. As per claim 2, Pinsky discloses designating one of said treatment planning 
stations as an active controller, said active controller controlling manipulation of said 
treatment planning information (Pinsky; Col. 2; lines 6-20). 

7. As per claim 3, Pinsky discloses said active control of said treatment planning 
station is regulated by said session controller treatment planning station (Pinsky; Col. 2, 
lines 6-20). 
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8. As per claim 12, Pinsky discloses a method for interactive medical treatment 
planning involving multiple participants using multiple treatment planning stations, 
comprising the steps of (Pinsky; Abstract): 

a. Means for establishing one of said treatment planning stations as a 
session controller, and launching treatment planning software thereon (Pinsky; 
Col. 11, lines 35-40); 

b. Means for establishing a communication connection between said session 
controller and launching treatment planning software thereon (Pinsky; Col. 5, 
lines 55-66); 

c. Means for displaying, on all participating treatment planning stations, 
treatment plan information being displayed on said session controller treatment 
planning station (Pinsky; Col. 6, lines 24-33). 

9. As per claim 1 3, Pinsky discloses a means for designating one of said treatment 
planning stations as an active controller, said active controller controlling manipulation 
of said treatment planning information (Pinsky; Col. 6, lines 32-33). 

1 0. As per claim 14, Pinsky discloses said active control of said treatment planning 
station is regulated by said session controller treatment planning station (Pinsky; Col. 2, 
lines 6-20). 
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11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 4-11 and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pinsky et al (5,469,353) in view of Henderson (5,897,648), Peltz 
(6,205,716) and Ellis (US 2005/0180095 A1). 

13. As per claim 4, Pinsky discloses: 

a. Generation of an active-control request by a treatment planning station 
(Pinsky; Col. 2, lines 6-20). 

b. Processing of said active-control request by said session controller 
treatment planning station (Pinsky; Col. 2; lines 6-20); 

However, Pinsky fails to disclose authorizing or denying said active-control 
request by said session controller treatment planning station, wherein if said active- 
control request is granted, said treatment planning station generating said active-control 
request is given active control of said treatment planning station, and if said active- 
control request is denied, said treatment planning station generating said active-control 
request is denied active-control of said treatment planning session. However, this 
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feature is well known in the art as evidenced by Henderson. In particular, Henderson 
teaches passing editing controls to various locations (Henderson; Col. 1 1 , lines 57-67). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of 
authorizing or denying an active-control request to the method disclosed in Pinsky in 
order to give one particular editing location the ability to control electronic documents at 
all locations (Henderson; Col. 11, lines 57-67). One skilled in the art could infer that 
passing around control would include authorizing or denying an active-control request. 

14. As per claim 5, Pinsky discloses at least two of said treatment planning stations 
located in geographically diverse locations (Pinsky; Col. 1, lines 6-12). 

15. As per claim 6, Pinsky discloses conference calling capabilities but fails to 
expressly disclose each of said treatment planning station to include video conferencing 
capability, and further comprising the step of transmitting video and audio signals using 
said video conferencing capability of said treatment planning stations so that 
participants to said treatment planning session can see and hear the other participants 
in the session while the session is in progress. However, this feature is well known in 
the art as evidenced by Peltz. In particular, Peltz discloses a video conferencing 
enclosure for conducting medical matters (Peltz; Abstract). It would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art to add the video conferencing feature taught by Peltz to the 
method disclosed in Pinsky with the motivation of providing an interactive electronic 
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means for healthcare professionals to train and educate (Peltz; Col. 1, line 65 to Col. 2, 
line 4). 

16. As per claim 7, Pinsky discloses said treatment planning session is for planning 
radiation therapy and said participants in said treatment planning session include at 
least a dosimetrist and a radiation oncologist, each located at geographically diverse 
location (Pinsky; Col.1, lines 28-36). 

17. As per claim 8, Pinsky discloses said treatment planning stations are coupled to 
each other via a network connection (Pinsky; Col. 7, lines 31-41). 

18. As per claim 9, Pinsky discloses said network connection comprising the Internet 
(Pinsky; Col. 7, lines 31-41). 

19. As per claim 10, Pinsky, does not expressly disclose said network connection 
comprising the Next Generation Internet or other high bandwidth connection. However 
this feature is well known in the art as evidenced by Ellis. In particular Ellis teaches 
computers utilizing a very large network like the Next Generation Internet (Ellis; Page 3, 
paragraph 23). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to add the Next 
Generation Internet feature taught by Ellis to the method disclosed in Pinksy with the 
motivation of having extremely broad band-width connections and virtually unlimited 
data transmission speed (Pinsky; Page 3, paragraph 23). 
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20. As per claim 1 1 , Pinsky does not expressly disclose said manipulation of said 
treatment plan information including at least one of contouring, rotating, or pointing at 
locations in images being displayed on said treatment planning stations and inputting 
treatment area and treatment dosage information into said treatment planning software. 
However, this feature is well known in the art as evidenced by Henderson. In particular, 
Henderson teaches being able to make edits at remote locations (Henderson; Col. 3, 
lines 1-22 and Col. 10, line 49 to Col. 11, line 12). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art to add the editing feature taught by Henderson to the method in Pinsky 
with the motivation of interacting with a document that will be displayed at multiple 
locations (Pinksy; col. 3, lines 1-22). 

21. As per claim 15, Pinsky discloses a designating means including: 

a. Means for generation of an active-control request by a treatment planning 
station (Pinsky; Col. 2, lines 32-33 and Col. 8, line 54 to Col. 9, line 8). 

b. Means for processing of said active-control request by said session 
controller treatment planning station (Pinsky; Col. 11, lines 35-40); 

Pinksy does not expressly disclose means for authorizing or denying said active- 
control request by said session controller treatment planning station, wherein if said 
active-control request is granted, said treatment planning station generating said active- 
control request is given active control of said treatment planning station, and if said 
active-control request is denied, said treatment planning station generating said active- 
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control request is denied active-control of said treatment planning session (Pinsky; Col. 
1 1 , lines 35-40). However, this feature is well known in the art as evidenced by 
Henderson. In particular, Henderson teaches a means for passing editing controls to 
various locations (Henderson; Col. 11, 57-67 and Col. 12, lines 18-33). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of a means for 
authorizing or denying an active-control request to the method disclosed in Pinsky in 
order to give one particular editing location the ability to control electronic documents at 
all locations (Henderson; Col. 1 1 , lines 57-67). One skilled in the art could infer that 
passing around control would include a means for authorizing or denying an active- 
control request. 

22. Claims 16-20 recite the same features as claims 5-9 and are rejected for the 
same reasons as stated earlier. 

Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not applied prior art teaches a system and method 
for prompt-radiology image screening service via satellite (6,137,527); systems and 
methods for direct image manipulation (US 2002/0054172 A1); picture and archiving 
communication system (6,574,629); teleradiology systems for rendering and visualizing 
remotely-located volume date sets (US 6,621,918 B1); remote access medical image 
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exchange system and methods of operation therefor (6,006,191); teleradiology system 
(5,291,401); and telepathology diagnostic network (5,216,596). 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Linh-Giang "Michelle" Le whose telephone number is 
571-272-8207. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM - 5PM, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




